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We call thé partiéular attention 
of members to the important and 
much discussed text of the Draft 
Treaty of Disarmament and Secur- 
ity, mailed today to members, with 
a commentary. See that you get 
your copy! 








Entered as second- 
class matter December 
2, 1931, at the Post 
Office at New York, 
N. Y., under the act 
of March 3, 1879. 














Pephodical Division, 
Lobvapy of Congress, 
Washington, D. C. 








THE DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM 





N questions of foreign policy the 

Democratic platform is bitterly dis- 
appointing to all those who wished a 
straightforward and orical affirma- 
tion of a constructi i 
render to the di 
egy has resulted. in : 
eral and indefinite ypomnise with but 
very few positing com itments and some 
of these of doubtful value. “Expediency 
rather than principle a sbhe dominant 
note. 

The little noticed aes on Armenia 
and the Lausanne Treaty is a complete 
and sweeping denunciation of the only 
promising attempt at restoring normal 
relations with Turkey made since the 
war. It is not fair to say that the Treaty 
“barters legitimate American rights and 
betrays Armenia for the Chester oil con- 
cessions.” It is absurd to declare now 
for “the fulfillment of President Wil- 
son’s arbitral award respecting Ar- 
menia.” That award could only be en- 
forced by war,—a war which neither of 
the great parties in this country has the 
slightest intention of advocating. 

There can be no objection to the salu- 
tation in the platform to “the ancient 
land of Greece.” But if the Democrats 
mean to help the new republic it would 
have been much more direct to pledge 
the Party to make available to Greece the 
balance of the United States government 
loan due her. 

The platform calls for immediate in- 
dependence for the Philippines. 


The demand for “‘a strict and sweep- 
ing reduction of armaments by land and 
sea” will be generally approved. It is 
weakened, however, by the ambiguous 
Phrase that until there are agreements 
to end competitive armaments, ‘‘we ad- 
vocate an army and a navy adequate for 








our national safety.” This is a standard 
of armament requirement which would 
satisfy the demands of militarists any- 
where. Similarly, the declaration that 
“our government should secure a joint 
agreement with all nations . . fora 
referendum of war’ is weakened by the 
elastic words “except in cases of actual 
or threatened attack’—which means 
precisely nothing. The great war started 
because each nation declared itself 
“threatened.” 

The outlawry of war is accepted in 
principle. “The Democratic Party 
pledges all its energies to the outlawing 
of the whole war system.” And in the 
event of war, all resources are to be 
drafted, thus tending to ‘discourage war 
by depriving it of its profits.” As a sub- 
stitute for the alleged lack of Republican 
foreign policy, the Democratic Party 
satisfies itself with: 


(1) The platitude that it is “of supreme 
importance to civilization and to mankind 
that America be placed and kept on the right 
side of the greatest moral question of all 
times.”’ 

(2) The renewal of “its declaration of con- 
fidence in the ideals of world peace, the 
League of Nations and the World Court of 
Justice as together constituting the supreme 
effort of statesmanship and religious convic- 
tion of our time to organize the world for 
peace.” 


(3) Its pledge “to do all in its power to 
secure for our country that moral leadership 
in the family of nations which in the provi- 
dence of God has been so clearly marked out 
for it.” 


(4) “In order to establish a permanent 
foreign policy on these supreme questions, 
not subject to change with change of party 
Administrations, it is desirable, wise and 
necessary to lift this question out of party 
politics, and to that end to take the sense of 
the American people at a referendum elec- 
tion, advisory to the government, to be held 
officially under act of Congress, free from all 























other questions and candidacies, after ample 
time for full consideration and discussion 
throughout the country, upon the question, 
in substance, as follows: 


“Shall the United States become a member 
of the League of Nations upon such reserva- 
tions or amendments to the Covenant of the 
League as the President and the Senate of 
the United States may agree upon?” 

The proposal for a referendum on the 
League was originated by men who 
were sincere believers in the United 
States’ entrance into the League of Na- 
tions. Former Secretary of War Baker’s 
notable address attacking the whole idea 
as unconstitutional, as an unworthy con- 
cession to political maneuvering, and as 
a surrender of the League principle, 
though it evoked enormous response 
from the delegates, probably changed 
very few votes in the Convention which 
rejected the straight League plank by 
the decisive vote of 74214 to 3514. 

J. G. M. 
Steps Forward 


HE last week has seen notable steps 

towards making the Dawes report 
effective. It begins to look as though 
the realization has at last become gen- 
eral that only through the policy of give 
and take can the normal reconstruction 
forces of Europe be liberated. 


Premier Herriot continues his program 
towards Germany of conciliation mixed 
with firmness. On June 20 announce- 
ment was made of his instructions to 
General Degoutte, Commander of the 
Franco-Belgian forces in the Ruhr to per- 
mit the return of practically all the Ger- 
mans expelled since the beginning of the 
occupation in January, 1923. Edwin L. 
James, in the New York Times (June 
28) estimates that this new order will 
permit the return to their homes of about 
210,000 people. Previously Herriot had 
authorized the return of 60,000 Germans 
expelled from the Rhineland territory 
other than the Ruhr. It was also an- 
nounced that Germans convicted during 
the period of occupation will either have 
their sentences suspended or their cases 
reviewed. 

At the same time the French Premier 
has rejected the German proposal in ref- 
erence to the Micum agreements. The 
Berlin authorities a few weeks ago de- 
clared that they could no longer con- 
tinue to pay the Industrialists for the de- 
liveries in kind to the French and Bel- 
gians required by those agreements and 
suggested that the two hundred million 
gold marks railroad tax planned by the 
Dawes report should be used for this 
purpose. In rejecting the German sug- 
gestion Herriot urges that the Micum 
agreements be continued until the 
Dawes report is fully in effect. 

Germany too is proving more concil- 
iatory. According to the Associated 
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Press dispatch of June 27 her reply to 
the Ambassadors’ note accepts the re- 
sumption of military control with three 
reservations. These are: 

First—A month’s delay before such re- 


sumption, in order to let public opinion 
calm down. 


_ Second—Work to begin with the inspec- 
tion of factories. 


Third—That the proposed general inves- 
tigation be limited to the five points men- 
tioned in the Ambassadors’ note of March 5 
and that the general inventory of Germany’s 
armaments, which the Ambassadors suggest- 
ed should precede this limitation, be carried 
out only at the latest possible moment. 
Equally important is the increasing 

evidence that the Nationalist Party has 
apparently decided to give up its policy 
of obstructing the acceptance of the 
Dawes report. The latest indication of 
this significant change of front is the re- 
port that the Nationalists will not in- 
sist that a two-thirds majority in the 
Reichstag is necessary to the legal pas- 
sage of essential] legislation. It is said 
that the Agrarians and Industrialists 
who see in the Dawes report the only 
hope of saving Germany from economic 
chaos and possible civil war are chiefly 
responsible for this change of front. In 
any event it should make much easier 
the work of the forthcoming conference 
of Allied Premiers at London. 


The United States fortunately is to be 


adequately represented at this confer- 


ence. The announcement of this decision 
was made, June 26, as follows: 

It is the desire of the Administration 
that the Dawes plan should be put into ef- 
fect as speedily as possible. This is the 
first essential step to the economic recovery 


abroad, in which this country is vitally in- 
terested. 


It is with this view that, in response to 
the invitation extended by Prime Minister 
MacDonald, instructions have been given to 
Ambassador Kellogg to attend the confer- 
ence in London on July 16 for the purpose 
of dealing with such matters as affect the 
interests of the United States and otherwise 
for the purposes of information. 
Informally it was explained that Mr. 

Kellogg should not be regarded as an 
“unofficial observer” since he will be 
representing the President upon the in- 
vitation of the Government of Great 
Britain. But as a sop for those who fear 
entanglements it was added that Mr. 
Kellogg’s chief duty will be to deal with 
such matters as affect the interest of the 
United States and otherwise keep his 
home office advised. A significant co- 
incidence is the fact that Secretary of 
State Hughes will probably be in London 
during the conference, attending the con- 
vention of the Bar Association. Possi- 
bly Secretary of the Treasury Mellon, 
who is expected to be in Europe this sum- 
mer, may also be in London before the 
conference adjourns. 
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